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The second set of figures seems to support our case even more strongly than

the first:
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Although 'stability' is not and probably should not be explicitly defined in

the Code, Art. 79c does imply that usage over a 50 year period is a criterion of

stability. A name uncontested for that period of time, immediately prior to the

present, is, in effect, a nomen veneratum, a concept not so named but clearly implicit

(even though not adequately emphasised) in provisions (particularly Art. 79) of the

Code. Nomina venerata are simply names used without contest for the immediately

preceding 50 years; they are not automatically conserved, but, if presented, a case

made for them to be conserved is assured of consideration by the Commission.

Names with less than 50 years of uncontested use have no such assurance. In other

words, stability is certainly a consideration for nomina venerata; it is not necessarily

a consideration for names with lesser periods of uncontested usage.

Applying these thoughts to the present case, it is obvious that S. eurhostus

has much less than the desirable 50 years of usage —no more than 16 —whereas

Hyla lactea Daudin has been in existence for 182 years and has been accepted as

valid intermittently throughout that time. It seems to me much more in the interest

of stability to perpetuate that name than to conserve a 16-year-old one even if the

latter has had more usage during its brief existence than the former.

Stimson also suggested that, in order to clear the way for retention of Hyla

hypocondrialis Daudin, 1803. as a valid name. Lynch & Duellman should cite 10

publications by at least 5 different authors during the last 50 years wherein that

name was accepted, conforming with Art. 79c of the Code. However, that article

pertains to synonyms, whereas Lynch & Duellman made it clear that the older name
Hyla lactea Laurenti, 1768, which has simply been ignored by herpetologists

throughout its history, despite having been suggested as a synonym of H. hypo-

condrialis as early as 1803 (by Daudin), is a nomen dubium of uncertain allocation,

and for that reason had justifiably been ignored. Therefore, the names H. lactea

Laurenti, 1768, and H. hypocondrialis Daudin, 1803, are not synonyms, and the

latter need not therefore be supported by explicit data on frequency of its use.

Both petitions attest to the wide and current use of the name (in the combination

Phyllomedusa hypocondrialis). However, it would be useful to conserve Daudin's

name while these related matters are under consideration.

Accordingly, I recommend approval by the Commission of all of Lynch and

Duellman's requests, and in addition that the following be considered:

(5) placement of the specific name hypocondrialis as used in the combi-

nation Hyla hypocondrialis Daudin, 1803, p. 29, holotype lost, type-

locality, 'Surinam', on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology.

COMMENTONTHEPROPOSEDGRANTOFPRECEDENCETO
THRESKIORNITHIDAERICHMOND,1917 (AVES) OVERPLATALEINAE

BONAPARTE,1838. Z.N.(S.)2136

(see vol. 41, pp. 240-244)

(1) By Kenneth E. Campbell {Natural History Museum, Los Angeles County,

Los Angeles 90007, U.S.A.)

I wish to record my strong opposition to the placement of threskior-

NiTHiDAE Richmond, 1917 on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology

in place of the widely recognised and long-used plataleinae Bonaparte, 1838.


